
THEIl M,%sTER,ý-The diffîcuilty arose, first, from, the iii-dorsement of' the formai note of 1 ie judtgmient of Mr. Just iceMeredfillh on theu eertified -opy of the picadlings being dated
9th April, thougli flot haýiued to the 1legistrar iuiitil Hi 4th,With the reasons- for saile. Th ecn ause was thalt thedraft judginwnt wa., not suiniiittcd, to dedns Tornt
solicitors. ais hiad boen asked( by letter of Sth) May ilnstanit,and appareuiy 'ý agzri.d to. Throuj'gh misappreheonsion, theformai jiidgxnnt was flot se asubxiltted te thevin, butl was iii-itilied1 yv ie Straýtford( agenits, whac liad nlo inistruciftions" toappjrove, and was etedat Stratforl as, or 90) A\pril, li-steadof 4 lth. A ertificate of flic idit beinig the reat daie,was oaielfrom thef seirrgita t TForonto, and( -ii!ù-immotd to1 plaintijfs' rersuai at Stafr. le did

noti conen tuhjdgwtbn oret, and this imo-
tion wýaS ]auliched on fte 2-2n11 instant.1

The deeudanis no aSk fo)r cusýtS'
P t ajpitd u.ii ldinrw 1 0tw, . Ti. R. 20S,which \'as f'dollowed In )U (l1uir . 'ryib. I-90,) that apia

tjins foriose. mooi no wb Munreasnablya rvusd
Ir th1( prcsenIt (e'e I cannlot se 11hat deednwere inany. waY te Mlle for. flio oerror. ilo the cn1trv of judIgmenl,

whieli-1 aro'se iM tle way lred stte.. he cosýts ofth1i.s motion sli( ud e to doedn8ii any event, as thieywon, not in anyv way epnil for theo erreneous dJate iin-
sertedf in the jdnet

MEwIJ. MfAY 29TII 1903.

Yewe-Cfeof-Sipoe411 Trial.
1pea vy JosephJ Lemion frein ordler of Master iii Cham-

bers (alite 443 hnigvenue from Tloronio to Weodstoek.
J. w. Meululfor appellanit.
W. E. Mýliddl1etoni, for -phulip, Leumeni.
MEREDITHI, J., allwe te appeal anud set aside the noder

of the Master as regards venue. Costa ini the, cause.

MAMHOJ. MY29TI, 1903.
TRIAL.

ARMOUR v. ANDERSO N
Morney Lent-Action for-Weigkg of Evdeic

Action to recevex $875 alleged to have heen lent by plaini-
tiff te defendant.

J. W. Nesbitt, K.C., for plaintiff.
S. F.~ Washington, K.C., for defendant.


